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Commissioner for Patents 

This communication is in response to tlie new claim amendments filed on July 23, 2009 as those amendments are non-responsive. 
Applicant is also asked to clarify a couple of issues as well, thank you. 

The new claim amendments are directed to a first and second projection system, each system having a plurality of SLM devices. 
However, this is a different embodiment than from what was originally claimed before those claims were cancelled. As a result, since 
all of the claims are directed to this new presentation, there are no claims to examine, so that is why this communication is being sent. 
Applicant is kindly requested to amend the claim language to adhere to the original presentation or argue that there is no patentable 

difference between one or multiple projector systems. 

Furthermore, examiner is also wondering where the support for these amendments are, specifically being ablet to use a two projector 
system. The only figure that shows a two projector system is the prior art figure of Claim 1. While the specification says the invention 
could be applied to multiple projectors, tiiere isn't any detail on how that could be accompHshed. Is is intended to just dupilcate the 
effects of one projector and apply it as a second projector? 

Apphcant is kindly asked to respond to these issues, thank you. 



/Amr Awad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 
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